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ABSTRACT

The purpose of this study were (1) to investigate the parental factors using
factor amalysis, (2) to study the causal relationship of parental factors affecting
mathematics learning achievement of prathomsuksa six students in Khon Kaen and
(3) to find a group of best predictors of parental factors in predicting mathematics
leaming achievement of prathomsuksa six students under the Jurisdiction of the Office
of Khon Kaen Provincial Primary Education. The population was prathomsuksa  six
students of the third semester, academic year of 1995 in Khon Kaen. The sample was
consisted of 544  students. The independent variables were emotional comsistency, familiy
relationship, parental expectation, encouraging and parental helping, and fostening autonomy
while the dependent variable was mathematics leamning achievement of prathomsuksa
six students in  Khon Kaen. The instrument was questionnaires which asked abowt
mfluence of parent. The data were amalized by the method of path analysis using

multiple regression.
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The resesrch findings showed that the factor which indicated the most direct effecr
of 1825 mathematics leaming achievement of prathomsuksa six students in Khon Kaen
was [fostering  autonomy. Emotional consistency, familiy relationship, parental expectation
and encouraging ; and parental helping indicated indirect effect 1o mathematics
learning achievement of prathomsuksa six students in Khon Kaen.

The wvariance of a causal model accoumted for mathematics leaming
achievement was 3.33 % with R was .1825.

The best predictor which could predict mathematics learning achievement was
fostering autonomy . The variance of fostering autonomy accounted for mathematics

leaming achievement was 3.33 % with B was .1825.



